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This  thesis  project  addresses  the  proposal  of  a  restaurant  and 
park  ranger  offices  at  the  former  site  of  the  Refectory 
Building  in  Boston's  Franklin  Park. 
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Franklin  Park  is  located  approximately  four  miles  southwest  of 
Boston  Common,  bordered  by  the  three  neighborhoods  of  Jamaica 
Plain,  Roxbury  and  Dorchester.  Franklin  Park  was  considered 
the  most  critical  jewel  in  the  contiguous  chain  of  landscaped 
parklands  which  comprised  Boston's  "Emerald  Necklace."  (Refer 
to  Emerald  Necklace  Plan  p.  26)  Frederick  Law  Olmsted  held  the 
theory  that  overcrowded  city  dwellers  needed  contact  with  the 
natural  world  to  preserve  both  physical  and  mental 
tranquility.  To  this  end,  Boston's  Franklin  Park  was  regarded 
as  the  central  focus  in  Olmsted's  and  the  Boston  Parks 
Commission's  effort  to  provide  permanent  rural  natural  scenery 
to  it's  residents.  There  were  only  two  subdivisions  of  the 
country  park  meant  to  not  conform  to  this  primary  purpose,  both 
located  at  the  park's  periphery:  The  Nursury  and  the 
Refectory.  The  Refectory  was  sited  atop  a  hill  and  commanded  a 
distant  view  across  open  land;  a  view  terminated  finally  by  the 
Arnold  Arboretum  which  is  occupied  by  still  more  lovely 
landscaping.  Sensitive  planning  such  as  this  placed  Franklin 
Park  among  parks  such  as  New  York's  Central  and  Prospect  Parks 
as  Olmsted's  three  greatest  parks.   (Refer  to  Park  Plan,  p.  28) 

The  Refectory  contained  provisions  for  a  restaurant,  lounge,  a 
place  for  people  to  gather  and  in  short,  provided  an 
opportunity  for  Boston's  city  dwellers  to  be  introduced  to 
social  recreation  in  the  park.  However,  Franklin  Park,  as  many 
Boston  parks  have,  has  suffered  a  great  decline  in  maintenance 
since  the  second  world  war.  The  Refectory  fell  into  disrepair 
and  was  razed  by  the  city  in  the  1970's.  This  represented  a 
significant  loss  to  Boston's  architectural  heritage  as  well  as 
the  loss  of  an  important  building  which  served  as  accessible 
rural  recreation  to  the  peoples  of  a  dense  urban  environment. 

Recent  years  have  seen  a  rise  in  interest  by  the  general  public 
in  the  park  movement,  the  Historic  Preservation  movement,  the 
environment,  and  physical  recreation  as  physical  and  mental 
health  maintenance.  Considering  this  and  the  gent ri f icati on  to 
adjacent  neighborhoods  as  is  typical  of  all  Boston  it  seems  the 
time  is  opportune  to  consider  the  resurrection  of  a  building 
type  similar  to  the  Refectory  to  meet  Boston  resident's 
physical  and  cultural  needs.  The  profit  gained  by  this  venture 
will  assist  in  financing  continuous  upkeep  of  the  park,  thereby 
making  it  a  viable  economic  entity  by  the  client  City  of  Boston 
Parks  and  Recreation  Dept. 
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Refectory  Building,  Franklin  Park. 

Hartwell  and  Richardson,  Consulting  Architects 

1895 
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Anylysis   of   Precedent:    Refectory   Building,   Franklin   Park, 
1985,  Hartwell  and  Richardson,  Consulting  Architects. 


Entrance     Entrance  is  simple 

opening  in  flat  wall 
plane . 


t 


Ci  rculation   Combination  of  thru 

use  spaces  and  separate 
from  use  spaces. 


Massi  ng 


Dominant  planar  form 
with  hints  of  erosion 


Structure    Bearing  walls  at 

perimeter  and  interior 
reinforce  plan  form  and 
modulate  space. 


Ser vi  ces 


Inc  i  denta 1 


Space 

Def  i  ni t  i  on 


Defined  spaces  limited 
by  structure.   V/hole 
open  spaces  undefined 
and  link  to  natural 
su  r round  i  ngs . 
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Bui Idi  ng 
to  Context 


At  edge  of  formal 
park  entrance  at 
hill  overlooking 
meadow. 


Inside/ 
Outside 


2-way  interface  of 
interior /exterior 
form  dominant  feature 


Point/ 
Counterpoint 


Terrace  is  significant 
counterpoint  to 
symmetry  of  main 
bui Idi ng . 


Grid/ 
Geometry 


Rectilinear  geometry 
orders  interior  space, 


Hi  erarchy 


From  most  important 
to  least  : 

Restaurant 
Terrace 
Roof  Garden 
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Refectory  Hi  1 1 

"Refectory  Hill  is  the  site  of  the  great  restaurant  for  the  park. 
The  large  building,  designed  by  Hartwell  6  Richardson,  will  be 
opened  for  use  in  1896.  It  is  a  structure  of  1  ig ht -colo red  brick 
and  terra  cotta,  121  feet  long  by  69  feet  wide,  with  a  large 
restaurant  and  a  private  dining  room  on  the  ground  floor,  and 
staircases  leading  to  a  roof-garden  with  pavillions  on  each 
corner,  connected  by  covered  galleries  on  three  sides,  the 
remaining  space  open  to  the  sky.  The  pergola,  built  up  in  a 
terrace  similar  in  construction  to  the  Playstead  Overlook,  is  on  a 
level  with  the  main  floor,  paved  with  brick  and  with  a  trellised 
roof  supported  by  open  groups  of  wooden  columns.  This  terrace 
commands  extensive  sylvan  prospects.  V/hile  all  the  other  park 
buildings  are  simple  and  picturesque  in  character,  the  Refectory 
Is  marked  by  an  elegance  of  style  in  keeping  with  its  site  and 
purpose.  In  connection  with  the  Refectory  is  a  carriage  court  and 
a  circular  range  of  horse-sheds  for  the  convenience  of  visitors. 
Being  close  to  one  of  the  principal  entrances,  its  location  is 
remarkably  convenient  for  its  purpose.  For  visitors  by 
street-cars,  as  the  objective  point  of  -  a  drive  out  over  the 
Parkway,  a  dinner  or  supper  at  the  Refectory  will  form  an 
attractive  motive  for  excursions  to  Franklin  Park  on  pleasant  days 
through  the  open  season,  and  for  sleighing  parties  it  should  also 
be  a  popular  rendezvous.  Meanwhile  their  want  is  met  in  large 
measure  at  the  handsome  establishment  of  J.  A.  Hendrie  6  Brother 
on  Talbot  Avenue,  overlooking  Franklin  Field,  near  Blue  Hill 
Avenue,  a  short  distance  to  the  southward--a  large  restaurant 
building  with  private  dining  rooms  and  one  of  the  most  beautiful 
ballrooms  in  Boston."  (■  1 ) 


(1)    Sylvester   Baxter, 
"Frankl i n  Pa  rk" 
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1896   Chapter   on 
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City  of  Boston 
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Proposed  shelter  and  lookout  at  Castle  Island,  Marine  Park. 

Edmund  M.  Wheelwright,  City  Architect. 

1895 
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Analysis  of  Precedent:   Shelter  and  Lookout  at  Castle  Island, 
1895.  Edmund  M.  Wheelwright,  City  Architect. 


Ent  ranee 


Ci  rculat  ion 


Dual  open  apertures 
to  side  pavillions; 
central  opening  to 
main  pavillion. 


Generally  thru  use 
spaces. 


Massing       Simple,  low,  sprawlinj 
forms  with  towers  as 
punctuation  and 
emphasi  s . 


Structure     Wood  frame  with 

trusses,  open  up  airy 
interior  spaces . 


Services 


Inc  i  denta 1 


Space 

Def  i  ni  t  i  on 


Indicated  by 
collection  of 
separate  spaces 
a  long  pa  t  ti. 
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Bui Idi  ng 
to  Context 


Gently  edges  water 
in  £1 owi  ng  manne  r . 


Inside/ 
Outsi  de 


Often  transparent 
relet i  onship. 


J L. 


Symmet  ry/ 
Balance 


Eaual  and  opposite 

treatment  of  halves 

in  plan,  section,  elevation 


Hi  era  rchy      From  most  important 
to  least: 

Central  Pavillion 
Armed  Pavillions 
Towers 
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Head  House,  Marine  Park. 

Edmund  M.  Wheelwright,  City  Architect. 

1897 
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Head   House,   Marine   Park,   1897   Edmund   M.   Wheelwright,   City 
Archi  tect 


Entrance     Included  into  the 
overall  form  after 
passing  through  wide 
central  aperture. 
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Ci  rculat i  on   Separate  from 
use  spaces. 


Massing      Picturesque,  heavy 

building  of  fanciful 
forms,  building 
towards  center. 


St  ructure     Generally  interior  6 

exterior  bearing  walls, 
Heavy  ash  beams  give 
Character  to  interior 
space. 


Service       Linked  to  vertical 
c  i  rculation  i  n 
tower  elements. 
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Space 

De£  i  ni  tion 


Limited  by  structure 
except  for  those  open 
ended  and  indicated 
by  path. 


Bui Idi  ng 
to  Context 


Brutely  placed  on 
broad  simple 
landscape . 


Unit  to 
Whole 


Symmet  ry 
Balance 


All  units  are 
recti  1 li  near, 
whole  is  aggregate 
of  units. 


Equal  and  opposite 
treatment  of  halves 
in  plan  sect i  on , 
elevation. 


Hie  ra  rchy      From  most  important 
to  least : 

Waiting 

Cafes 

Res t au  rant 
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Poll t  i  cal  Issues 

The  Refectory  was  to  be  the  biggest  building  in  Franklin  Park, 
"A  place  for  refreshments,  to  be  principally  served  from  the 
house  shown,  out  of  doors,  under  a  large  pergola,  or  vine  clad 
terrace,  upon  a  terrace  formed  in  the  manner  of  the  Playstead 
Overlook."  (1)  A  brick  italianate  building  was  built  there, 
designed  by  Hartwell  and  Richardson  and  opened  on  July  4,  1896. 
^^J  It  was  "the  last  remaining  structure  of  the  original 
Ian  for  Franklin  Park,  the  landmark  Refectory  Building." 
5^  Sadly,  it  was  "wantonly  destroyed"  by  the  City  of  Boston 
on  Good  Friday  over  Easter  in  April  1975.  ^^^ 

Continued  neglect  over  the  years  by  the  City  of  Boston, 
accompanaied  by  demographic  shifts  which  left  the  surrounding 
neighborhood  in  economic  hardsnip,  led  to  this  building's 
demise.  Post  World  War  Two  saw  an  exodus  of  middle  income 
families  to  the  suburbs.  The  neighborhoods  to  the  north  and 
east  of  Franklin  Park  were  then  inhabited  by  mostly  lower 
income  black  families,  with  some  nispanic  population  to  the 
north.  Abandoned  housing  and  paucity  of  local  business 
ownership  led  to  a  reduced  tax  base  and  the  parks  as  well  as 
the  neighborhoods  were  abandoned  by  the  city  who  turned  it's 
attention  to  the  renewal  of  it's  civic  and  financial  core.  ^^J 


Lack  of  management,  maintenance  and  policing  of  the  park  led  to 
the  formation  of  a  coalition  of  concerned  citizens  to  assume 
responsibility  for  these  chores  themselves.  Due  to  efforts  of 
the  Franklin  Park  Coalition,  Franklin  Park's  decline  has  been 
over  since  1971.  The  public  is  anxious  about  maintenance  and 
improvement  of  the  g  round  s .  ^  ^  ^Securi  ty  is  an  issue  but  it  has 
more  to  do  with  management. 
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Notes  on  the  plan  of  Franklin  Park,  part  second,  Frederic 

Law  Olmsted,  1886 

Franklin  Park  in  pictures,  Franklin  Park 

Jan.  1980;  and  letter  from  R.  Heath,  f4arch 

Letter  to  Boston  Globe,  April  26,  1976,  R. 

Franklin  Park  in  pictures,  Franklin  Park 

Jan.  1980;  and  letter  from  R.  Heath,  March 

The  Social  Function/Social  Use  of  Franklin 


Franklin 
Dec.  1980 
Letter  from 


Coa 1 i  t  i  on 
30,  1985 
Heath 
coalition 
30,  1985 
Park  1887-1080, 


publ  , 


Parle      1887-1980,      Franklin      Park      Coalition      publ 
R.    Heath,    March    30,     1985 
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Wittiout  proper  policing,  Olmsted  wrote,  "the  advantages  for 
clandestine  purposes  offered  in  its  numerous  coverts  of  foliage 
will  tend  to  not  only  bring  the  park  itself  into  disrepute,  but 
to  form  a  bad  neighborhood  around  it."  ( ^ ^  Olmsted  strongly 
emphasized  the  need  for  park  police,  "it  is  with  reference  to 
the  prevention  of  ignorant  and  inconsiderate  misuse  of  the  park 
that  the  keeper's  force  chiefly  needs  to  be  organized, 
instructed,  trained  and  disciplined.  If  it  is  sufficient  for 
the  part  required  of  it,  in  the  design  of  the  park. ..it  will  be 
sufficient  for  protection  against  crime. ..the  danger  of  misuse 
of  the  park  for  criminal  ends  is  a  much  more  definite  and 
obvious  one." 


m 


The  Boston  Parks  and  Recreation  Department  has  a  three  year  old 
program  of  "Park  Rangers"  which  take  up  this  chore.  This 
nascent  program  is  joined  by  the  Franklin  Park  Coalition  in 
needing  management  space.  The  coalition  maintains  the  park  and 
raises  public  awareness  of  good  park  practices  through  various 
programs  and  publications. 

"What  we  have  represents  a  cooperative'  management  between  the 
legal  stewards  of  the  park  -  The  Park  Department  -  and  the 
owners  of  the  park,  the  people,"  it's  director,  Richard  Heath 
explains.  "we  syncnronize  our  efforts  with  those  of  the 
department's  maintenence  division."  ^^j 

However,  these  users  need  a  facility  from  which  they  may 
perform  their  management  duties.  The  park  using  public 
elderly,  small  children,  mothers,  families  -  need  a  social 
gathering  place.  Groups  who  meet  in  the  park  can  again  use  a 
spot  to  rendezvous,  plan  their  outing,  and  have  a  meal  or 
snack.  Those  who  make  use  of  the  sports,  game  playing  or  zoo 
facilities  as  well  as  those  wno  simply  stroll  through  tnrough 
the  park's  pastoral  beauty  can  make  good  use  of  this  building 
which  will  provide  a  front  entrance  from  which  tne  park  may  be 
negoti  ated. 


(1)  Letter  to  New  York  City  Park  Commissioners  from  Frederick 
Law  Olmsted,  1872 

(2)  Report  to  Park  Commissioners,  Frederick  Law  Olmsted,  July 
17,  1875 

(5)   "The  Lost  Park",  William  G.  Scheller,  Sanctury,  March  1985 
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Architectural  Issues 

Olmsted's  preferance  for  architectural  syle  leaned  toward  the 
english  picturesque  aesthetic.  But  in  buildings  for  this  park, 
he  felt  that  they  should  be  subordinate  to  the  landscape.  The 
Refectory  was  to  be  seen  as  "subordinate  and  auxiliary  to  the 
design  of  a  larger  work,  as  a  staircase  or  a  balcony  or  a  porch 
would  be  to  the  general  design  of  a  building...  This  Refectory 
building  is  a  minor  part  of  the  park;  a  piece  of  furniture,  as 
it  were,  of  the  park.  We  are  the  designers  of  the  park." 
^^J  Th]  s  objectii'e  to  harmonize  the  building  with  the 
landscape  shall  be  addressed,  being  of  paramount  importance. 

Howev^er,  the  site  is  at  the  park  perimeter,  bordering  a  hard 
urban  edge.  (Refer  to  Context  Photo  p.  25)  I  feel  that  the 
facade  facing  this  condition  ought  to  be  treated  in  a  less 
receding  fashion.  It  ought  to  present  itself  plainly,  so  that 
it  may  be  easily  recognized  and  negotiated.  My  intent  is  for 
the  building  to  serve  as  an  object  building  to  the  public; 
admittedly  a  counter  ideal  to  the  faces  it  presents  to  the 
park.  Having  the  building  design  address  the  two  faces  of  park 
and  hard  urban  edge  will  enable  the  building  to  express  itself 
as  a  figurative  transition  from  built  environment  to  landscape. 

Parking  may  be  a  problem  at  times.  Peabody  Circle  has  a  number 
of  spaces,  but  at  peak  times  during  the  summer,  zoo  patrons 
fill  them  to  capacity.  (2)  (Refer  to  Site  Plan  p.  29)  Any 
parking  at  Refectory  Hill  would  have  to  be  closely  monitored 
and  shut  at  night.  (2)  A  related  problem  exists  regarding 
automobile  traffic  through  the  park  and  especially  the  section 
of  circuit  drive  from  Forest  Hills  to  Peabody  Circle.  (Refer 
to  Site  Plan  p.  20)  This  stretch  of  road  serves  as  a 
throughway  for  crosstown  traffic.  It  is  a  conflict  of  use  and 
a  safety  hazard.  ^^^  Motorists  also  abuse  parkland  by 
driving  their  vehicles  over  the  landscape  destroying  vegetation 
and  causing  erosion.  This  ought  to  be  managed  and  policed  as 
well  as  discouraged  by  appropriate  design. 


(1)  Olmsted  to  Edmund  M.  Wheelwright,  City  Architect,  Feb.  17, 
1984 

(2)  Telephone  interview  with  Nancy  Parker,  Directory  of  Public 
Infomation,  Franklin  Park  Zoo,  Feb.  25,  1985 

(3)  Letter  from  R.  Heath,  Franklin  Park  Coalition,  March  50, 
1985 

(4)  The  Social  Function/Social  Use  of  Franklin  Park  188701980, 
Franklin  Park  coalition  publ.,  Dec.  1980,  p. 8 
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TITLE 

The  Inn  at  the  Park 

GOAL  STATEMENT 

By  this  thesis,  I  intend  to  establish  precedent  for  a  public 
focused  building  placed  at  Franklin  Park's  front  door  to  serve 
as  social  interface  for  the  public  to  retreat  from  the  ardures 
of  urban  life  and  be  comfortably  introduced  to  the  country 
park.  The  building  shall  be  conscious  of  the  needs  of  its 
users,  be  practical  and  provide  proper  image  both  from  its 
urban  approach  and  park  approach.  The  function  is  to  serve  as 
"Fore-Court,  portico  and  reception  room."  ^^j 

CLIENT 

City  of  Boston  Parks  and  Recreation  Department,  leasing  to  a 
private  entrepreneur.  (-2) 


(1)  Introduction  to  the  Franklin  Park  Colition's  excerpt  of 
Sylvester  Baxter's  Boston  Parks  Guide,  R.  Fleath,  Editor, 
August  1979 

(2)  Richard  Heath,  Franklin  Park  Coalition 

(22) 


LOCATION 

Franklin  Park  is  located  approximately  four  miles  southwest  of 
Boston  Common,  bordered  by  the  three  neighborhoods  of  Jamaica 
Plain,  Roxbury  and  Dorchester.  "Franklin  Park  is  bounded  by: 
Forest  Hills  Street,  a  residential  street;  Seaver  Street,  also 
residential;  Blue  Hill  Avenue,  whicn  is  a  commercial  area  with 
some  residences;  American  Legion  Highway,  another  residential 
street;  and  Morton  Street,  a  road  bounded  by  tne  park  on  one 
side  and  Forest  Hills  Cemetary  on  the  other.  Tne  park 
straddles  three  districts  of  Boston  -  Jamaica  Plain,  Roxbury, 
and  Dorchester,  but  most  of  the  park  is  located  in  tne  Jamaica 
Plain  and  Dorchester  neighborhoods.  Originally  this  area  was 
rural  in  nature,  and  contained  several  farms.  Today,  the 
residences  surrounding  the  park  are  predominantly 
triple-deckers  and  single-family  frame  structures.  There  are  a 
few  brick  apartment  houses  on  Seaver  Street.  Franklin  Park  was 
listed  on  tne  National  Register  of  Historic  places  as  part  of 
the  Olmsted  Park  system  in  1971."  (^1) 

Refectory  Hill  is  situated  at  the  prime ' eastern  entrance  to  the 
park  at  Peabody  Circle  adjacent  to  the  zoo  entrance  and  the 
intersection  of  Columbia  Road  and  Blue  Hill  Avenue. 


(1)    "Franklin  Park,"  report  of  the  Boston  Landmarks  Commission, 
March  198  0 
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General  plan  of  Franklin  Park 

F.  L.  Olmsted 

1885 
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SITE  DESCRIPTION 
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tory  Hill  is  a  prominence  from  which  "extensive  sylvan 
ectors  open."  ^^J  It  is  at  Peabody  Circle,  directly 
ent  to  the  Blue  Hill  Avenue  entrance  to  Franklin  Park, 
sed  of  a  natural  base  of  Roxbury  Puddingstone  common  to 
area  it  commands  views  in  most  directions,  being 
ximately  four  feet  higner  than  trie  mean  elevation  of  the 
ry  meadow,  and  approximately  fifteen  feet  higher  than  The 
i  ng  and  Peabody  Circle.  Tne  view  across  the  open  country 
w  is  terminated  by  the  treetops  of  the 
ary  and  the  lush  rolling  landscape  of 
etum.  It  rises  over  Peabody  Circle,  lending 
ance  over  this  main  park  entrance. 
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As  it  borders  Olmsted's  most  important  Boston  park,  Refectory 
Hill  IS  bordered  itself  on  it's  opposite  side  by  an  urban  edge 
comprised  of  Blue  Hill  Avenue  and  the  residential  neighbornood 
of  Dorchester.  Blue  Hill  Avenue,  or  State  Route  28,  is  a  major 
thoroughfare  connecting  downtown  Boston  and  the  South  End, 
Roxbury,  Dorchester  and  Mattapan.  It  suffers  from  heavy 
traffic  flow  and  excessive  speeding.  The  immediate 
neighborhood  is  a  dense  urban  fabric  of  closely  spaced  brick 
apartment  buildings,  wood  frame  tnree  deckers,  and  wood  frame 
single  family  houses.  It  appears  this  community  will  remain  a 
low  to  middle  income  black  area  for  years  to  come.  ^^J 
Jamaica  Plain  nas  seen  gent r if i cat  ion  recently,  but  the 
communities  adjacent  to  the  Blue  mil  Avenue  entrance  are 
stable  in  nature. 

In  a  broader  sense,  Refectory  Hill  is  situated  at  the  eastern 
side  of  Franklin  Park.  Franklin  Park,  is  500  acres  of  land, 
composed  of  eleven  divisions  dubbed  by  Olmsted  as  follows:  The 
Country  Park,  tne  Playstead,  the  Greeting,  the  Music  Court,  the 
Little  Folks  Fair,  tne  Deer  Park,  Refectory  Hill,  Sargeant's 
Field,  Long  Crouch  Woods,  the  Steading,  and  the  Nursery. 
Franklin  Park  is  the  principal  city  park  on  the  so  called 
"Emerald  Necklace"  of  continuously  connected  natural  scenic 
lands  wnicn  encircle  the  city  of  Boston.  All  were  designed  Dy 
Frederick  Law  Olmsted  in  the  latter  part  of  the  nineteenth 
century  and  built  under  his  office's  supervision.  They  "were 
planned  primarily  to  provide  city  dwellers  with  the  physical 
and  psychological  benefits  that  he  felt  could  be  gained  only 
from  contemplation  of  scenery."  '- -^  ^ 

(1)  Notes  on  the  plan  of  Franklin  Park,  Frederick  Law  Olmsted, 
1886  (part  second ) 

(2)  Letter  from  R.  Heath,  Franklin  park  Coalition,  March,  198S 

(3)  Frederick  Law  Olmsted  and  the  Boston  Park  System,   Cynthia 
Zaitzevskv,  1982  CH.  V  P.  73 
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SITE  AREA 

Considering  the  importance  o£  site  to  this  building  and 
reciprocally  this  building  to  its  site,  as  well  as  the  issues 
raised  in  the  problem  statement,  the  site  shall  include  the 
land  at  the  corner  bordered  by  Circuit  Drive,  Peabody  Circle, 
and  Blue  Hill  Avenue  to  the  westward  base  of  Refectory  Hill. 

Approximate  area:   270,000  SF  or  6.2  acres. 

APPROXIMATE  BUDGET 

Based  on  means  cost  data,  buildi^ng  budget  costs  computed  at  $ 
78/square  foot:  $  2,534,064.00  (O 

I  feel  a  more  realistic  budget  for  this  building  should  be 
$120/square  foot,  or  $  3,898,560.00 


(1)   Means  systems  cost,  1985 
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SITE  PROGRAM 

Activities  to  be  designed  into  the  site  include: 

Signage 

Traffic  Barriers 

Wading  Pool  for  Small  Children 

Users  for  the  site  include: 

General  Park  Using  Public:  The  catchment  area  that 
frequents  Franklin  Park  include  a  wide  variety  of  people: 
All  races,  income  levels  and  walks  of  life.  Although  the 
majority  come  from  contiguous  neighborhoods,  many  come 
from  city-wide  and  further.  I  believe  usage  from  a  wider 
area  will  increase  with  the  existance  of  this  building, 
Franklin  Park  Coalition  Park  Rangers:  Composed  of 
Coalition  staff  and  Park  Ranger  Personnel.  Their  numbers 
vary  from  one  to  one  half  dozen,  depending  on  time  and 
season. 


Zoning  Standards: 

R.  8  (Multi-Family) 

Height :   3  story  ,  35  ' 

Area:   800  SF  Minimum  Ground  Floor 

Setbacks:   20'  Front,  20'  side,  40'  Rear 


Building  Code  Standards: 

Type:   Use  Group  A-3,  Assembly  Building 

Type  3B/Protected  Type  4A/Protected 

Al 1 owable 

Gross  SF:    11550  SF  8925  SF 

Al 1 owable 

Height:      3  ST,  40'  1  ST,  20' 

Fire  Grading:   2  Mrs  2  Hrs         (■  1 ) 


(1)    Mass.  State  Building  Code,  4th  Edition,   1980  updated  June 
30,  1983 
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BUILDING  PROGRAM 


Support 

7000 

SF 

Genera]  Kitchen 

3300 

Service  Area 

2000 

Storage 

350 

Pant  ri  es 

250 

Refrigerator  Room 

250 

Cold  Pantry 

200 

Toilet  Room  for  E 

mployees 

400 

Mechanical 

400 

Restaurant 

6900 

SF 

Dining  Area 

4300 

Pri  vate  di  ni  ng 

300 

Serving  Area 

600 

Men' s  Rest  room 

400 

Women' s  Restr oom 

450 

Coat  rooms 

250 

Stairs  (2) 

600 

Pergola 

7000 

SF 

Pergola 

7000 

Roof  Gardens/Outdoor 

Eating  T( 

srraces 

6500 

SF 

Dining  Area  5600 

Stairs  (2)  600 

Toilets  300 


Park.  Ranger  Offices/Coalition  space 

Lobby  with  Seating  200 

Office  150 

Telephones  50 
Lockers  and  Restrooms 

for  Employees  450 


850  SF 


28,250  SF  space 

15%  St  ructure 
4,238  SF  and  circulation 
32,488  SF  Total 
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SUPPORT 

The  General  kitchen  facilities  will  be  located  directly  under 
the  restaurant  in  the  basement.  Attention  will  be  given  to 
efficient  and  proper  layout,  relationships  and  adjacencies  in 
order  to  provide  the  best  work.  situation  possible  for 
employees.  Service  access  will  be  provided  through  the 
existing  passage  from  Blue  Hill  Avenue. 

RESTAURANT 

These   spaces   will   respond   to   issues  of   light,   space   and 

feeling.    Relationships   amoung   parts  will   all   enhance   the 

primary   space,    the   dining   area.  Comfortable,    tasteful 

appointments  will  be  appropriately  used  to  achieve  the  quality 
desi  red. 

PERGOLA 

This  outdoor  dining  terrace  will  overlook  the  meadow.  It  will 
be  directly  off  the  main  dining  area  and  act  as  an  outdoor 
extension  of  it.  Covered  with  trellisses  planted  with  vine, 
and  wysteria,  it  will  seem  as  though  one  is  relaxing  in  nature 
while  still  being  in  a  built  place. 

ROOF  GARDENS/OUTDOOR  EATING  TERRACES 

Located  above  the  main  portion  of  the  building,  the  roof 
gardens  are  more  dining  and  lounging  space  overlooking  the 
pergola  and  meadow.  It's  form  will  give  the  eroded  aspect  of 
the  overall  built  form. 


PARK  RANGER  OFFICES/COALITION  SPACE 

These  spaces  will  be  office-like  in  nature.  Then  will  precede 
the  restaurant  in  approach.  They  must  provide  clear  direction 
to  first  time  visitors,  and  be  easily  negotiated.  These  spaces 
will  be  a  place  for  giving  out  information  and  guidance. 
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NATURE  OF  THE  BUILDING 

"The  Olmsted  Firm's  preliminary  design  was  for  a  one  story 
building  with  a  partial  second  story  and  an  upper  level  deck 
covered  with  awnings  and  canopies.  Olmsted  hoped  that  the 
style  could  be  reminiscent  of  "Syrian  or  Persian  houses... of 
the  simpler  antecedent  types  out  of  which  Moorish  architecture 
has  been  developed,"  similar  to  houses  he  had  seen  in  eastern 
Mexico.  ^IJ  He  wanted  narrow  terra  cotta  columns...  to 
support  a  trellis  on  a  terrace  overlooking  the  country  park." 


(1)  Olmsted  to  John  C.  Olmsted,  Sept.  8,  1891,  Olmsted  Papers 

(2)  Frederick  Law  Olmsted  and  the  Boston  Park  System,  Cynthia 
Zaitzevsky,  1982,  CH.  XII,  p. 181. 
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BUILDING  PROGRAM 


Adjacency/Hierarchy  Study 
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The  issues  I  expect  to  address  in  the  development  of  the  design 
of  this  project  include: 

o   IMAGE  From  Park  and  Peabody  Circle 

o   ORGANIZATION     Must   be   easily   negotiated   by   the   park 

visitor 


NOTE:  This  list  cannot  be  considered  complete  and  it  is 
expected  to  be  added  to  throughout  the  development  of 
this  thesis. 
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SCHEDULE  AND  REQUIREMENTS 

Preliminary  Review 
Site  analysis 
Program  analysis 
Image  analysis 
Three  design  alternatives 

Schematic  Design  Review 
Site  plans 

Schematic  design  drawings 
Plans,  sections,  elevations, 
image  sketches,  models 

Design  Development  Review 
Site  plans,  floor  plans, 
building  sections,  building 
elevations,  large  scale  wall  sections 
and  details 

Perspectives,  working  models,  mechanical, 
structural,  lighting  diagrammatic  layouts 

Fi  nal  Review 

All  previous  drawings  in  finished  state 
Finished  models 


Late  October,  1985 


Late  December,  1985 


Late  February,  1986 


Late  April,  1985 
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EXPERTS 

James  W.  Falck 

Landscape  Section 

Metropolitan  District  Commission 

Parks  Engineering  and  Construction  Division 

20  Somerset  Street 

Boston,  MA   02108 

727-5033 


Richard  Heath 
Executive  Director 
Franklin  Park  Coalition 
519  Forest  Hills  Street 
Jamaica,  Plain,  Ma   02130 
522-7431 
522-8110  X390 


Donald  Brown 

Boston  Architectural  Center 

320  Newbury  Street 

Boston,  MA 

536-3170 


James  McMillen 

Boston  Arcni tec tura 1  Team,  Inc, 

50  Commandant's  Way 

Chelsea,  MA   02150 

889-4402 


Thomas  Piatt 
15  West  Street 
Boston,  MA   02111 

338-6683 


Thomas  Hotaling 
43-1/2  Appleton  street 
Boston,  MA   02116 
423-6709  (H) 
262-2088  (W) 
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Neil  Foley 

20  Montvale  street 

Roslindale,  MA   02131 


Born  3/9/57 
Boston,  MA 
323-8542 


Experi  ence 
1979  to 
1984 


1978  to 
present 


1977-1979 


Boston  Architectural  Team,  Inc. 
Che  1  sea ,  MA 

Project  Ma nager/Designer /Draftsman 

Duties  include:  general  architectural  design, 
construction  document  production,  construction 
supervision,  presentation  graphics  and  model 
bui 1 d  i  ng . 

The  Healtn  Collaborative,  Ltd. 
Walt  nam,  MA. 

Graphics  Consultant. 

Development  of  block  diagrams  for  certificate  of 

need  applications  and  graphics  for  presentations. 

Massachusetts  Eye  and  Ear  Infirmary 
Boston,  MA 

Communications  Department 


Education 

1978  to      Boston  Architectural  Center 
present       Boston,  MA. 

1974-1977     Northeastern  University 
Boston,  MA 

College   of    Liberal    Arts,    Major 
Science.   Minor:   Literature. 

1970-1974     Boston  Latin  School 
Boston,  MA 

Ref e  rences    Available  upon  request 


Pol i  t  ical 
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DAVID  N.  FIXLER  12  Summer  Street 

Registered  Architect  Newton,  MA   02159 

New  York  State  617-527-4799 


EDUCATION: 

1977-1980:   Columbia  University,  New  York,  NY   M.  Arcti. 
1971-1975:   Tufts  University,  Medford,  MA   BA,  Cum  Laude, 
History/Art  History. 

EXPERIENCE: 

11/84  -  Present:   Perry,  Dean,  Rogers  S  Partners;  Boston,  MA 

10/83  -  11/84:   Todd  Lee  Associates,  Boston,  MA 

*Hotel  Dover,  New  York,  NY: 

Job   captain   at   end   of   project;   design   development, 

working  drawings,  coordination. 

^Gateway  Development,  Somerville,  MlA 

Project  designer/Job  captain  for  new  Savenor's  Market  and 

otlier  street  and  property  improvements  in  tne  immediate 

area. 

*Luxury  Apartment,  New  York  City: 

Project  Manager;  project  in  schematic  design,  currently 

on  hold. 

*Mi seel  1 aneous  small  projects: 

Schematic  design  through  construction  documents. 

6/81  -  Present:   Independent  Work 

*Additions,   renovations   and   restoration   to   an   1858 
Italianate  Villa  in  Winchester,  MA. 

*House  addition,  Winchester,  MA. 

*New  House,  Pound  Ridge,  NY: 

Project,  through  preliminary  working  drawings. 
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9/8]  -  10/83:   John  Fulop  Associates,  New  York,  NY 

^Townhouse  addition/restoration,  New  York,  NY: 

Job  Captain;  all  phases  of  work  from  design  development 

through  site  supervision. 

*Three  New  York  City  apartments: 

Job  Captain/Project  architect;  all  phases  of  work. 

*Mi seel laneous  projects  including  a  house,  a  housing 
competition,  and  a  health  club  (new  building);  schematic 
design  and  design  development. 

9/80  -  6/81:   Cooper,  Eckstut  Associates,  New  York,  NY 

*42nd  Street  Redevelopment  project,  New  York,  NY: 
Research  and  design  studies  for  adaptive  re-use  of  ten 
42nd  Street  theatres. 

*Battery  Park  City,  Phase  II  housing;  New  York,  NY: 
Plan,  massing  and  zoning  envelope  studies. 

2/80  -  9/80:   Presbyterian  Hospital,  Dept.  of  Planning, 
New  York,  NY 

*Building  use  and  demographic  studies,  presentation 
graphics,  (part  time) 

6/79  -  9/79:   Historic  American  Buildings  Survey,  Savannah,  GA 

*Measured  drawings,  photographs  and  research  on  buildings 
in  Savannah's  Victorian  District. 

7/78  -  9/78:   Hoskins,  Scott,  Taylor  and  Partners,  Boston,  MA 

^Program  analysis,  working  drawings. 
1/77  -  9/77:   The  Architect's  Collaborative,  Cambridge,  MA 

*Staff  archivist,  graphics. 
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AWARDS,  PUBLICATIONS  AND  ACTIVITIES 

Fall  1984:   Boston  Architectural  Center 

Hi  story /Theo ry  course  on  American  architecture. 

Fall  1982:  New  York  Institute  for  trie  Humanities,  New 
York  Uni  vers  i  ty 

Seminar  series  on  issues  confronting  the  modern  city,  New 
York  in  particular.   (participant  on  panel) 

May  1980:  William  Kinne  Fellows  Traveling  Fellowship, 
Columbia  University 

Study  of  tne  evolution  of  a  particular  type  of  walled 
compound  in  the  Eastern  Mediterranean;  field  research 
done  Spring  1981,  subsequent  research  in  progress. 

1979  -  1980:  Vincent  Kling  d  Partners  Scholarship, 
Columbia  University. 

Annual  grant  to  a  third  year  M.  Arch  student  with 
outstanding  design  potential. 

1978-1980:  Work  exhibited  in  annual  student  exhibitions, 
Columbia  University. 

1979:   Precis:   Columbia  GSAP  Architectural  Journal,  #2 
"Addition  and  renovation  to  Prospect  Hall,  Princeton,  NJ" 

1979:   Columbia  GSAP  Annual  News  Bulletin 
"Arata  Isozaki  at  Columbia." 

6/76  -  8/76:   Tufts  University  Excavations  in  Sardinia, 

Italy 

Site   draftsman   and   photographer   on   excavation   of   a 

Nuraphic  (Bronze  Age)  site  in  Central  Sardinia. 


(47) 


In, 


g 


n 


(48) 


^f^ffmHYDSEONLY 


«3 


A,- 


.::5      C- 


uiTfe 


^♦^r^tn'i  ft  J,  I^rf tf ^^#^' 


'-'  ^jfc^T!vl|i— -. 


iL'i    iL^t- 


piii^:iiiiiiil 


:.-'n- 


X 


i'i/i;^^^'*: 


t& 


'« 


(43) 


BOSTON  PUBLIC  LIBRARY 

\      ...  Illlllllllllllllllilllllllllllilllillilll 


3  9999  06316  412  1 


